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Abstract  
Declarative knowledge is a crucial component of teacher expertise in education. It describes the utilization of knowledge for noticing 
highlights in the classroom. However, a teacher may make an error in the teaching and learning process. Therefore, we want to 
investigate the teacher’s mistakes associated with declarative knowledge in mathematical learning. The research is a descriptive 
study involving a teacher in primary school. Data were collected through a videotaped, an observation, and an interview. The results 
showed that the teacher demonstrated the mistakes in declaring knowledge (facts and concepts) visually and verbally. The teacher 
did not realize her mistakes. The teacher also did not predict classroom situations. 
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INTRODUCTION 
Declarative knowledge is the knowledge of something that is 
described in the form of words (Miskel & Hoy, 2001). 
Meanwhile, Miller and Hudson (2007) define declarative 
knowledge as information retrieved from memory without 
hesitation. Whereas, Byrnes (1996) states that declarative 
knowledge is knowledge about facts. Based on those 
definitions, it can be interpreted that declarative knowledge is 
knowledge of facts and concepts that are usually described in 
words (sentences) either orally or in writing. 
Anderson et al. (2001) describe declarative knowledge into 
two types of knowledge, namely factual knowledge and 
conceptual knowledge. Factual knowledge is the knowledge of 
the basic elements of material. Meanwhile, conceptual 
knowledge is the knowledge of the relationship between the 
basic elements of a material topic and its relation to 
classification, categories, principles, generalizations, theories, 
models, and structures. 
In mathematics learning, declarative knowledge is required by 
the educator as the basis and substance in learning the 
concepts and facts of mathematics meaningfully. Declarative 
knowledge is essential knowledge for teachers’ expertise 
(Seidel & Stürmer, 2014). Declarative knowledge is also 
needed by students to understand both facts and concepts of 
mathematics. Carlson and Dulany (1985) state that declarative 
knowledge can guide and predict implicit learning. Declarative 
knowledge also has an important role in the learning process, 
especially explicit learning (Kirkhart, 2001). Besides, 
declarative knowledge is a key to achieving success in 
mathematical learning (Miller & Hudson, 2007). 
In the Australian Curriculum Assessment and Reporting 
Authority (ACARA), it is also affirmed that declarative 
knowledge for mathematics teachers is a substance of 
mathematics learning (ACARA, 2014). This explanation can be 
interpreted that the mastery of the declarative knowledge of a 
mathematics teacher will be the key to success for the teacher 
in learning the concepts in learning mathematics. Although 
declarative knowledge is important in mathematics learning, 
the problem is that teachers often disregard this declarative 
knowledge. Teachers regarded declarative knowledge as 
merely memorizing, unattractive, and unimportant knowledge. 
The problems that occur in the field of education and 
mathematical learning today are often associated with 
teachers’ conceptual knowledge and factual knowledge. It 
means that the level of declarative knowledge of teachers in 
mathematical learning is still low. This issue not only pressure 
on the mathematics education and learning system in 
Indonesia but also it becomes a problem for the teaching and 
learning of mathematics in the world.  
Several studies had shown the low level of teacher declarative 
knowledge in mathematics learning is that some mathematics 
teachers only focus on teaching a procedure without 
explaining why the procedure works (Cohen, 2018; Ebby, 
2018; Moschkovich, 2018; Newton, 2018; O’Meara et al., 2017; 
Swars et al., 2018). Our observation found that a primary 
school teacher only described the solution procedure of tasks 
on the blackboard without explaining. This fact is caused by 
the low level of teacher’s declarative knowledge in 
mathematics.  
The low level of declarative knowledge of a mathematics 
teacher can cause the teacher to be wrong in describing or 
declaring mathematical concepts learned. Ashlock (2010) 
suggests the two things are always associated with a 
conceptual understanding of declarative knowledge that often 
leads to errors and misconceptions in the learning of 
mathematics such as overgeneralizing and overspecializing. 
One example of overgeneralizing is giving a picture name of a 
triangle or rectangle based on its position. Whereas, the 
example of overspecializing, for instance, someone believes 
that the height of a triangle can only be found in a triangle or 
someone always has to equate the denominator when solving 
the addition and subtraction of fractions in mathematical 
learning. 
 Several researchers have conducted studies of declarative 
knowledge (Kalyuga, 2009; Seidel & Stürmer, 2014; Stürmer et 
al., 2013; Tanase, 2013). Tanase (2013) examined the teaching 
of place value concepts in Romanian first class students. Miller 
& Hudson (2007) found that building conceptual knowledge is 
a learning guide in practicing a comprehensive mathematics 
curriculum on all mathematical materials. Kalyuga (2009) 
examined the elaboration of knowledge in learning and 
teaching. The result of research by Stürmer et al. (2013) 
suggested that there are three aspects of professional ability 
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and vision of teachers guided by the declarative knowledge 
that is the ability to describe, explain, and predict the class 
situation. Teachers should have those three abilities to apply 
significant learning components and effective teaching. 
Friege & Lind (2006) argue that declarative knowledge is an 
excellent predictor of performance problems. It includes the 
performance of teachers in describing the material in 
mathematics learning. The declarative knowledge for a 
mathematics teacher will be a predictor for addressing 
performance problems in mathematics learning. Marzano 
(2007) explains that a powerful way for teachers to deepen 
their understanding of declarative knowledge is to analyze 
problems and mistakes in learning. Hence, it is necessary to 
investigate the teacher’s mistakes in delivering the material in 
learning mathematics. 
Relating several studies about declarative knowledge, we have 
not found any studies that reveal the mistakes of teachers in 
teaching mathematical material concerning declarative 
knowledge. Therefore, we want to investigate the teacher’s 
mistakes related to declarative knowledge in the mathematical 
learning. The finding can be used for teachers to make 
reflection thinking and teach mathematics well. 
 
METHOD 
The study was descriptive research using a qualitative 
approach. The study was conducted in a primary school 
located at East Kalimantan, Indonesia. The study involved a 
teacher who teaches mathematics in the sixth grade. The 
object of the study was the teacher's mistake in declaring the 
presentation of the mathematics material. We collected data 
using observation, videotaped, and an interview. 
The observation was done by observing and recording the 
activities of the teacher when teaching a plane. This 
observation aims to see some teacher’s mistakes regarding 
declarative knowledge. In the learning process, the first author 
recorded the learning activities. Some researchers used a 
videotaped to capture the central activities of the lesson, 
teacher and students communication, and interaction between 
teacher and students (Hoth et al., 2018; Kersting, 2008; Seidel 
et al., 2011; Van Es, 2009; Van Es & Sherin, 2008). The 
interview with the teacher was conducted after the 
implementation of her learning. This video-based interview 
was aimed at exploring and clarifying matters relating to 
declarative knowledge and the teacher’s mistake that occurs in 
teaching a plane. We analyzed the data qualitatively. 
 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
Declarative knowledge possessed by a teacher of mathematics 
will greatly assist the teacher in learning mathematics. Solaz-
Portolés and Sanjosé (2008) explain that one of the main 
components of knowledge needed to solve problems in 
learning is factual in declarative knowledge. The following is 
described the teacher's mistake regarding declarative 
knowledge in learning mathematics. In this study, we 
conducted observation during the learning and interview on 
the subject (teacher) after the learning by using the validated 
observation and guidance format of the interview. The data 
were processed and analyzed after observing the teacher. It 
was known that in describing/writing problem solving related 
to the area and the perimeter of a plane, the teacher did not 
pay attention to factual and conceptual matters. Even in 
describing and writing the solving problem, the teacher was 
misunderstood and experienced misconceptions. The teacher 
misrepresented the delivery of concepts and facts about the 
area and the perimeter of the plane in writing. 
In describing the oral presentation of the concept, the teacher 
explained by declaring that "to determine the area of a plane 
as shown in Figure 1, we must divide it into three regions 
consisting of one square and two congruent triangles. " Based 
on the teacher's explanation, it appears that there was an error 
in describing the concept of "square", both oral and written. 
The rectangle with sides 10 cm and 15 cm was regarded as the 
square. The statement is wrong. The error is shown by the 















In finding the area of a plane in Figure 1, the teacher said that 
we have to divide the area into three regions consisting of one 
rectangle and two triangle regions congruent. It can be 
concluded that the teacher has made a mistake of mislabelling 
the square concept. Thus, the teacher's expressions of one 
square area and two congruent triangles are inconsistent with 
the facts. It means the teacher has described/declared a 
concept that is inconsistent with the fact of the concept. 
In describing the perimeter of a pentagon, the teacher declared 
that "to determine the perimeter of the plane, we can divide 
the plane become 3 regions consisting of 1 rectangle area and 
2 congruent right triangles with size: hypotenuse 8 cm, height 
6 cm, and base of each triangle 4 cm as shown in Figure 2." 
Based on this evidence and video analysis, the teacher made a 
mistake again. In this case, the teacher 
"misrepresented/wrong declared the concept and principle of 
Pythagoras in writing as well as orally." Based on the results in 
Figure 1 and Figure 2, the teacher made a mistake in 
describing/declaring the delivery of the area concept and the 
perimeter of a plane with words, sentences, and figures either 























The teacher regarded triangle with sides 8 cm, 6 cm, and 4 cm 
is a right triangle. The two right triangles can be seen in Figure 
3. The teacher also declared the Pythagoras’ principle wrongly 
associated with the right triangle. This phenomenon is a 
misconception of teachers in the teaching area and perimeter 














Figure 1: Teacher’s activity in the teaching 
area of a plane 
Figure 2: Teacher’s activity in describing/writing 
and communicating a perimeter of a plane  
 
Figure 3: Two right triangles presented by 
the teacher 
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During the lesson, the teacher was unaware of any mistakes 
made or misconceptions occurring in declaring the area and 
the perimeter material. The teachers' mistakes were 
reinforced by the teacher's voice recording at the time of 
declaring a mathematical material in learning and excerpts of 
interviews between the first author and the teacher after the 
lesson. Based on the interview excerpts, it can be interpreted 
that the mistake made by the teacher in teaching area and 
perimeter is not temporary mistake Still, it is an action done 
with overconfidence and sense of reflective thinking.  
These mistakes indicated that the teacher's declarative 
knowledge was low and will cause the student’s errors (Jacob 
et al., 2017; Schenke & Richland, 2017). The teacher did not 
realize her mistake because during the learning, she did not 
predict the class situation. In the teaching area and perimeter 
of the plane, the teacher did not think deeply and did not pay 
attention to what the student thinks and will do with his 
description in delivering the area and perimeter of the plane 
both written and orally. The teacher did not make a reflection 
to inquire about her mistake. Reflective thinking can be used 
by someone to make an investigation the error (Syamsuddin, 
2020). The teacher’s understanding is not meaningfully. This is 
in line with some studies that reported participants’ 
understanding is not focused on deep understanding (Rofiki, 
2015; Rofiki et al., 2017). 
Teachers play a vital role in organizing the learning process 
effectively and efficiently (Suryani et al., 2020). To producing 
effective learning, teachers must understand and be able to 
implement their declarative knowledge in mathematical 
learning. This is in line with the ideas by some scholars (Seidel 
& Stürmer, 2014; Stürmer et al., 2013) who assert that three 
important professional vision and abilities depend on 
declarative knowledge and must be possessed by teachers to 
apply pedagogical content knowledge effectively and 
significantly, namely the ability to describe, explain, and 
predict the class situation. The teachers should be able to 
master the material and the precise learning strategy so that 
they can provide scaffolding to students who experience 
difficulties (Anwar & Rofiki, 2018). 
 
CONCLUSION 
To conclude, the teacher made mistakes in the teaching area 
and perimeter of a plane. The teacher’s mistake was shown by 
describing the concepts and facts of the area and perimeter of 
the plane inappropriately. The teacher also gave the wrong 
explanation. Moreover, the teacher did not predict the class 
situation. The teacher had low declarative knowledge of the 
facts and concepts of square, two congruent regions, and 
Pythagorean principle. For the learning implication, it is 
crucial for the teacher to have good declarative knowledge so 
that teaching conduct appropriately. For future study, it is 




The authors would like to express our gratitude to the teacher 
who become a participant in this study. We also thank 
anonymous reviewers for their helpful comments that 
improved the manuscript.  
 
Conflict of Interests 
The authors declare no conflict of interest. 
 
REFERENCES 
1. ACARA. (2014). National report on schooling in Australia 
2014. Sydney: Australian Curriculum, Assessment and 
Reporting Authority. 
2. Anderson, L. W., Krathwohl, D. R., Airasian, P. W., 
Cruikshank, K. A., Mayer, R. E., Pintrich, P. R., Raths, J., 
Wittrock, M. C. (2001). A taxonomy for learning, teaching, 
and assessing: A revision of Bloom’s taxonomy of 
educational objectives. New York: Longman. 
3. Anwar, & Rofiki, I. (2018). Investigating students’ 
learning trajectory: A case on triangle. Journal of Physics: 
Conference Series, 1088(1), 012021. 
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1088/1/012021 
4. Ashlock, R. B. (2010). Error patterns in computation: 
Using error patterns to help each student learn. Boston, 
USA: Allyn & Bacon. 
5. Byrnes, J. P. (1996). Cognitive development and learning in 
instructional contexts. Boston, Needham Heights, MA: 
Allyn & Bacon,. 
6. Carlson, R. A., & Dulany, D. E. (1985). Conscious attention 
and abstraction in concept learning. Journal of 
Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and 
Cognition, 11(1), 45. 
7. Cohen, J. (2018). Practices that cross disciplines?: 
Revisiting explicit instruction in elementary mathematics 
and English language arts. Teaching and Teacher 
Education: An International Journal of Research and 
Studies, 69(1), 324-335. 
8. Ebby, C. B. (2018). Using a learning trajectory to make 
sense of student work for instruction. Cases of teachers’ 
data use, 60-78. 
9. Friege, G., & Lind, G. (2006). Types and qualities of 
knowledge and their relations to problem solving in 
physics. International Journal of Science and Mathematics 
Education, 4(3), 437-465. 
10. Hoth, J., Kaiser, G., Döhrmann, M., König, J., & Blömeke, S. 
(2018). A situated approach to assess teachers’ 
professional competencies using classroom videos. 
In Mathematics Teachers Engaging with Representations 
of Practice (pp. 23-45). Springer, Cham. 
11. Jacob, R., Hill, H., & Corey, D. (2017). The impact of a 
professional development program on teachers' 
mathematical knowledge for teaching, instruction, and 
student achievement. Journal of Research on Educational 
Effectiveness, 10(2), 379-407. 
12. Kalyuga, S. (2009). Knowledge elaboration: A cognitive 
load perspective. Learning and Instruction, 19(5), 402-
410.Kersting, N. (2008). Using video clips of mathematics 
classroom instruction as item prompts to measure 
teachers' knowledge of teaching 
mathematics. Educational and Psychological 
Measurement, 68(5), 845-861. 
13. Kirkhart, M. W. (2001). The nature of declarative and 
nondeclarative knowledge for implicit and explicit 
learning. The Journal of General Psychology, 128(4), 447-
461. 
14. Marzano, R. J. (2007). The art and science of teaching: A 
comprehensive framework for effective instruction. 
Alexandria, VA: ASCD. 
15. Miller, S. P., & Hudson, P. J. (2007). Using evidence‐based 
practices to build mathematics competence related to 
conceptual, procedural, and declarative 
knowledge. Learning Disabilities Research & 
Practice, 22(1), 47-57. 
16. Hoy, W. K., & Miskel, C. G. (1987). Educational 
administration: Theory, research, and practice. Newyork: 
McGraw-Hill Companies, Inc. 
17. Moschkovich, J. (2018). Talking to learn mathematics 
with understanding: Supporting academic literacy in 
mathematics for English learners. In Language, Literacy, 
and Learning in the STEM Disciplines (pp. 13-34). 
Routledge. 
18. Newton, X. A. (2018). Opportunities for teachers to learn 
mathematics through professional development and 
instructional tools. In Improving Teacher Knowledge in K-
12 Schooling (pp. 101-131). Palgrave Macmillan, Cham. 
19. O'Meara, N., Fitzmaurice, O., & Johnson, P. (2017). Old 
habits die hard: An uphill struggle against rules without 
reason in mathematics teacher education. European 
Journal of Science and Mathematics Education, 5(1), 91-
109. 
20. Rofiki, I. (2015). Penalaran kreatif versus penalaran 
imitatif. Prosiding SeminarNasional Matematika, 1, 57–62. 
21. Rofiki, I., Nusantara, T., Subanji, & Chandra, T. D. (2017). 
Exploring local plausible reasoning: The case of 
inequality tasks. Journal of Physics: Conference Series, 
TEACHER’S MISTAKES RELATED TO DECLARATIVE KNOWLEDGE IN MATHEMATICAL LEARNING 
 
 





22. Schenke, K., & Richland, L. E. (2017). Preservice teachers’ 
use of contrasting cases in mathematics 
instruction. Instructional Science, 45(3), 311-329. 
23. Seidel, T., & Stürmer, K. (2014). Modeling and measuring 
the structure of professional vision in preservice 
teachers. American Educational Research Journal, 51(4), 
739-771. 
24. Seidel, T., Stürmer, K., Blomberg, G., Kobarg, M., & 
Schwindt, K. (2011). Teacher learning from analysis of 
videotaped classroom situations: Does it make a 
difference whether teachers observe their own teaching 
or that of others?. Teaching and teacher education, 27(2), 
259-267. 
25. Solaz-Portolés, J. J., & Sanjosé, V. (2008). Types of 
knowledge and their relations to problem solving in 
science: directions for practice. Sísifo. Educational 
Sciences Journal, 6, 105-112. 
26. Stürmer, K., Könings, K. D., & Seidel, T. (2013). 
Declarative knowledge and professional vision in teacher 
education: Effect of courses in teaching and 
learning. British Journal of Educational Psychology, 83(3), 
467-483. 
27. Suryani, A. I., Anwar, Hajidin, & Rofiki, I. (2020). The 
practicality of mathematics learning module on triangles 
using GeoGebra. Journal of Physics: Conference Series, 
1470(1), 012079. https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-
6596/1470/1/012079 
28. Swars, S. L., Smith, S. Z., Smith, M. E., Carothers, J., & 
Myers, K. (2018). The preparation experiences of 
elementary mathematics specialists: Examining 
influences on beliefs, content knowledge, and teaching 
practices. Journal of mathematics teacher 
education, 21(2), 123-145. 
29. Syamsuddin, A. (2020). Describing taxonomy of reflective 
thinking for field dependent-prospective mathematics 
teacher in solving mathematics problem. International 
Journal of Scientific & Technology Research, 9(3), 4418–
4421. 
30. Tanase, M. (2013). The Impact of interactive factors on 
romanian students’ understanding of place value. SAGE 
Open, 3(3), 2158244013497719. 
31. ACARA. (2014). National report on schooling in Australia 
2014. Sydney: Australian Curriculum, Assessment and 
Reporting Authority. 
32. Anderson, L. W., Krathwohl, D. R., Airasian, P. W., 
Cruikshank, K. A., Mayer, R. E., Pintrich, P. R., Raths, J., 
Wittrock, M. C. (2001). A taxonomy for learning, teaching, 
and assessing: A revision of Bloom’s taxonomy of 
educational objectives. New York: Longman. 
33. Anwar, & Rofiki, I. (2018). Investigating students’ 
learning trajectory: A case on triangle. Journal of Physics: 
Conference Series, 1088(1), 012021. 
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1088/1/012021 
34. Ashlock, R. B. (2010). Error patterns in computation: 
Using error patterns to help each student learn. Boston, 
USA: Allyn & Bacon. 
35. Byrnes, J. P. (1996). Cognitive development and learning in 
instructional contexts. Boston, Needham Heights, MA: 
Allyn & Bacon,. 
36. Carlson, R. A., & Dulany, D. E. (1985). Conscious attention 
and abstraction in concept learning. Journal of 
Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and 
Cognition, 11(1), 45. 
37. Cohen, J. (2018). Practices that cross disciplines?: 
Revisiting explicit instruction in elementary mathematics 
and English language arts. Teaching and Teacher 
Education: An International Journal of Research and 
Studies, 69(1), 324-335. 
38. Ebby, C. B. (2018). Using a learning trajectory to make 
sense of student work for instruction. Cases of teachers’ 
data use, 60-78. 
39. Friege, G., & Lind, G. (2006). Types and qualities of 
knowledge and their relations to problem solving in 
physics. International Journal of Science and Mathematics 
Education, 4(3), 437-465. 
40. Hoth, J., Kaiser, G., Döhrmann, M., König, J., & Blömeke, S. 
(2018). A situated approach to assess teachers’ 
professional competencies using classroom videos. 
In Mathematics Teachers Engaging with Representations 
of Practice (pp. 23-45). Springer, Cham. 
41. Jacob, R., Hill, H., & Corey, D. (2017). The impact of a 
professional development program on teachers' 
mathematical knowledge for teaching, instruction, and 
student achievement. Journal of Research on Educational 
Effectiveness, 10(2), 379-407. 
42. Kalyuga, S. (2009). Knowledge elaboration: A cognitive 
load perspective. Learning and Instruction, 19(5), 402-
410.Kersting, N. (2008). Using video clips of mathematics 
classroom instruction as item prompts to measure 
teachers' knowledge of teaching 
mathematics. Educational and Psychological 
Measurement, 68(5), 845-861. 
43. Kirkhart, M. W. (2001). The nature of declarative and 
nondeclarative knowledge for implicit and explicit 
learning. The Journal of General Psychology, 128(4), 447-
461. 
44. Marzano, R. J. (2007). The art and science of teaching: A 
comprehensive framework for effective instruction. 
Alexandria, VA: ASCD. 
45. Miller, S. P., & Hudson, P. J. (2007). Using evidence‐based 
practices to build mathematics competence related to 
conceptual, procedural, and declarative 
knowledge. Learning Disabilities Research & 
Practice, 22(1), 47-57. 
46. Hoy, W. K., & Miskel, C. G. (1987). Educational 
administration: Theory, research, and practice. Newyork: 
McGraw-Hill Companies, Inc. 
47. Moschkovich, J. (2018). Talking to learn mathematics 
with understanding: Supporting academic literacy in 
mathematics for English learners. In Language, Literacy, 
and Learning in the STEM Disciplines (pp. 13-34). 
Routledge. 
48. Newton, X. A. (2018). Opportunities for teachers to learn 
mathematics through professional development and 
instructional tools. In Improving Teacher Knowledge in K-
12 Schooling (pp. 101-131). Palgrave Macmillan, Cham. 
49. O'Meara, N., Fitzmaurice, O., & Johnson, P. (2017). Old 
habits die hard: An uphill struggle against rules without 
reason in mathematics teacher education. European 
Journal of Science and Mathematics Education, 5(1), 91-
109. 
50. Rofiki, I. (2015). Penalaran kreatif versus penalaran 
imitatif. Prosiding SeminarNasional Matematika, 1, 57–62. 
51. Rofiki, I., Nusantara, T., Subanji, & Chandra, T. D. (2017). 
Exploring local plausible reasoning: The case of 
inequality tasks. Journal of Physics: Conference Series, 
943(1), 012002. https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-
6596/943/1/012002 
52. Schenke, K., & Richland, L. E. (2017). Preservice teachers’ 
use of contrasting cases in mathematics 
instruction. Instructional Science, 45(3), 311-329. 
53. Seidel, T., & Stürmer, K. (2014). Modeling and measuring 
the structure of professional vision in preservice 
teachers. American Educational Research Journal, 51(4), 
739-771. 
54. Seidel, T., Stürmer, K., Blomberg, G., Kobarg, M., & 
Schwindt, K. (2011). Teacher learning from analysis of 
videotaped classroom situations: Does it make a 
difference whether teachers observe their own teaching 
or that of others?. Teaching and teacher education, 27(2), 
259-267. 
55. Solaz-Portolés, J. J., & Sanjosé, V. (2008). Types of 
knowledge and their relations to problem solving in 
science: directions for practice. Sísifo. Educational 
Sciences Journal, 6, 105-112. 
56. Stürmer, K., Könings, K. D., & Seidel, T. (2013). 
Declarative knowledge and professional vision in teacher 
education: Effect of courses in teaching and 
TEACHER’S MISTAKES RELATED TO DECLARATIVE KNOWLEDGE IN MATHEMATICAL LEARNING 
 
 
              Journal of critical reviews                                                                                                                                               233 
 
 
learning. British Journal of Educational Psychology, 83(3), 
467-483. 
57. Suryani, A. I., Anwar, Hajidin, & Rofiki, I. (2020). The 
practicality of mathematics learning module on triangles 
using GeoGebra. Journal of Physics: Conference Series, 
1470(1), 012079. https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-
6596/1470/1/012079 
58. Swars, S. L., Smith, S. Z., Smith, M. E., Carothers, J., & 
Myers, K. (2018). The preparation experiences of 
elementary mathematics specialists: Examining 
influences on beliefs, content knowledge, and teaching 
practices. Journal of mathematics teacher 
education, 21(2), 123-145. 
59. Syamsuddin, A. (2020). Describing taxonomy of reflective 
thinking for field dependent-prospective mathematics 
teacher in solving mathematics problem. International 
Journal of Scientific & Technology Research, 9(3), 4418–
4421. 
60. Tanase, M. (2013). The Impact of interactive factors on 
romanian students’ understanding of place value. SAGE 
Open, 3(3), 2158244013497719. 
61. Van Es, E. A. (2009). Participants' roles in the context of a 
video club. The Journal of the Learning Sciences, 18(1), 
100-137. 
62. Van Es, E. A., & Sherin, M. G. (2008). Mathematics 
teachers’“learning to notice” in the context of a video 
club. Teaching and teacher education, 24(2), 244-276. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
